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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 
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Application /Control Number: 10/707,159 
Art Unit: 1746 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — (b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

Claim 1-5 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Brown 
(US Patent No. 2,508,659). 

* 

Brown discloses a cleaning device for interiors of pipes or sewers having a conically 
shaped member (15) with a first end and second end fitting inside a passageway (Fig. 1, 2), 
securing means in proximity with the first end (24, 19), an assembly of holes (nozzles) 
mounted to the second end which direct jets of water (Fig. 6, Item 17). Brown also discloses 
the conical member being made of a flexible material such as canvas which would be 
impervious to fluid flow (col. 2, 11. 10-15; Fig. 1, 2). And further, Brown discloses a 
substantially rigid frame (col. 3, U. 3-9; Fig. 7, Item 14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 
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Claims 1-11 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Specification in view of Baziuk (US Patent No. 5,720,309). 

Applicant describes in the specification Figures 3-5 which are shown as prior art 
(paragraphs 22-39). Applicant discusses that these prior art disclose a flexible conical shaped 
element with first and second ends, securing element, an end with a single nozzle (60), 
second truncated end, the second end having width less than the first end, and has a check 
valve made of rubber. The prior art described by Applicant's Specification does not disclose 
a plurality of nozzles. Baziuk discloses a sewer cleaning nozzle with a plurality of nozzles 
(Fig. 2, 4). At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify the prior art shown by Applicant with Baziuk because multiple nozzles 
would provide an efficient cleaning. And further, the prior art teaches using a nozzle and 
the courts have ruled that the duplication of parts is obvious, St. Regis Paper Co. v. Beemis Co. 
Inc. 193 USPQ 8, 11 (1977). 

Claims 12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Specification and Baziuk as applied to claims 1-11 and 13-15 above, and further 
in view of Leitko (US Patent No. 5,875,803). 

Applicant's prior art and Baziuk disclose the apparatus shown above in the 103(a) 
rejection. They do not disclose nozzles which are pivotally mounted. Leitko discloses 
pivotally mounted nozzles which rotate about a central axis (Fig. 1-3; abstract). Applicant's 
prior art, Baziuk and Leitko are analogous art because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, conduit cleaning apparatus. At the time of the invention, it would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Applicant's prior art and Baziuk with 
Leitko for the benefit of a more thorough cleaning of the inside of pipes or other conduits. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure. The prior art not referred to are Jones (US 4,073,302), Farrell (US 
4,271,556), Sakamoto (US 4,676,301), Baziuk (US 4,699,163), Wahlers (US 4,718,142), 
Derlein (US 5,122,193), Allison (US 5,244,505), Maasberg (US 3,380,461), Creed (US 
5,868,858) and Lawther (US 5,580,393), who teach conduit or duct cleaning apparatus. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sarah E. Husband whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8387. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael E. Barr can be reached at (571) 272-1414. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866- 
217-9197 (toll-free). 
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